My intention in this paper is to provide as complete an overview as possible of the different types of topic phrases in Latin. After setting out the characteristics and properties of what I call Dislocations (Hanging Topics and ClLD) and Topicalizations, I go on to give a description of each morphological or syntactic device employed in Latin: prepositional DP, case marking, fronting clauses. I then propose a hypothesis concerning the cartography of the left periphery in Latin. In addition, I introduce a brief description of an original way of topicalizing the subjects of embedded clauses, namely proleptic accusative construction. The main conclusion is that the cartography of Latin left periphery is not very different from that to be found in languages with fixed word order.
Introduction
In Latin, as in many other languages, there are various ways of emphasizing the Topic, either by means of the anticipation of a constituent (1), or by dislocation, with a resumptive pronoun (2):
(1) Hunc sui ciues e ciuitate eiecerunt (Cic. Sest. 142) Him-ACC his citizens:NOM from the city:ABL banish:3 rd -PERF 'He, his own fellow-citizens banished him from the city' 1 (2) Cancer ater, is olet et saniem spurcam Ulcer black:NOM it-NOM has-a-foul-odour:3 rd and pus putrid:ACC mittit 2 (Cato agr. 157,3) exude:3 rd -PRST 'The black ulcer, it has a foul odour and exudes putrid pus' These constructions systematically exhibit fronting positions of the Topics, whereas Latin is supposed to be an example of a free word order language. Given that other discourse functions, such as Focus, are expressed by fronting positions, many scholars assume that Latin is a discourse configurational language (Kiss 1995 , Devine & Stephens 2006 , Danckaert 2012 . In the Generative framework, Rizzi's 1997 paper is the starting point for a large range of studies dealing with the syntactic position of Topics in the cartography of the sentence 3 . Actually in many studies it is assumed that the Left Periphery does indeed exist in Latin and that Topic positions belong to this domain of the sentence, as in the case of fixed word order languages (Alvarez Huerta 2010 , Bortolussi 2011 , Danckaert 2012 , Faure 2013 .
In this paper I will assume that there are two types of topicalizations in Latin: in the first one (Dislocations) DPs are base-generated in a position of the Left Periphery; in the second (Topicalizations 4 , in a narrow sense) the DP has moved from an internal position to a position in the Left Periphery (in independent clauses, I first wish to come back to the definitions of Topic and Topicalization; the aim is to distinguish between (left-)dislocations with comma intonation and topicalizations without comma intonation. Then I will present various types of Dislocations and Topicalizations in Latin. In conclusion, the study will deal with three problems: the ambiguity of some Latin constructions, the question of multiple extractions, and the recursiveness of topicalization. I will try to suggest some indirect (morphological, syntactic, etc.) criteria allowing us to identify the exact status of the different fronting DP we encounter. In the last section of the paper, I will conclude my investigation by providing a cartography of the Left Periphery of Latin sentence.
Topics and Topicalizations

Some problems in defining Topic and Topicalization
In Functional Grammars, despite differences between authors regarding the Topic, the starting-point is a pragmatic one, namely the speaker's purposes. In her study about Latin word order, Spevak provides the following definition of the Topic:
The pragmatic function of the Topic, "what is being talked about", can be assigned to entities (persons, objects, localities, etc.). (...) According to their status in the discourse, Functional Grammar distinguishes several types of Topics: Discourse Topic, Future (New) Topic, Given Topic, Resumed Topic and Sub-Topic. (Spevak 2011: 6) Topic constituents are syntactically characterized by their place in initial position.
In a rather different approach, Rizzi (1997) , using Cinque's (1997) analyses, focuses on syntactic and prosodic features:
The topic is a preposed element characteristically set off from the rest of the clause by "comma intonation" and normally expressing old information, somehow available and salient in previous discourse. (Rizzi 1997: 285) In addition to fronting position, syntactic dislocation and resumptive pronoun are the main features indicating topic status; this led Rizzi to identify syntactic 5. The subject of the embedded clause seems to be moved in position of object in the main clause.
See part 3.4. and Bortolussi (2012) . 6. See Faure and Oliviéri (2013) who compare Latin/Greek and Occitan; they propose to define the proleptic accusative as a "third way" of Topicalization.
positions outside the VP and IP/TP layers of the sentence, namely in the sentence's (left) periphery. Topicalization can be defined as the way of marking a constituent as a Topic. Whereas subjects are, according to functional grammars, "natural" Topics of sentences, fronting position is the way of marking any other constituent as a topic.
In Generative Grammar the functional phrases belong to the left periphery of the sentence. In Latin, as in many languages, Topic Phrases precede Focus Phrases:
( In the last examples an Aboutness Topic precedes contrastive Foci. The positions labelled Topic Phrases are occupied either by DP which are based-generated or by DP moved from VP and IP domains. For example we assume that hunc in (1) is moved in fronting position, because objects in the accusative case usually appear after the subject in unmarked SOV word order 7 :
(5) Terentia magnos articulorum dolores habet Terentia:NOM great:ACC joints:GEN pains:ACC have:3 rd -PRST 'Terentia has a severe attack of rheumatism'
Although hunc in (1) is topicalized, it is not obvious that there is a comma intonation. In example (2) the subject position is occupied by a resumptive pronoun and cancer ater does not play any function in the matrix clause, so we can consider that cancer ater has been base-generated in this fronting position. From a syntactic point of view many studies deal with the nature and hierarchy of Topic Phrases. Unlike Rizzi (1997) , who hypothesizes a recursive operation of Topicalization generating a small little set of Topic Phrases, Benincà and Poletto (2004: 52) assume "that there is a one-to-one relation between position and function, in our case between each pragmatic interpretation and a syntactic position in CP." That is to say each Topic Phrase has to be labelled on the basis of the type of element it can host. In that respect, for example, scene-setting topics and aboutness topics are not similar Topic Phrases, and the first mentioned would thus precede the second.
Semantic and syntactic types of Topics
Regarding the form of the Topic Phrases, in many studies two main types of dislocations are distinguished, which Latin also seems to exhibit: a) Hanging Topics, which are syntactically independent of the core sentence and which exhibit specific (morphological) marks: 
Dislocations
As in many other languages, Latin often exhibits an overt grammatical marking, in particular for aboutness topics.
Prepositional marking
De + ablative case 11
De + ablative is the most common way to introduce an aboutness topic. Evidence for dislocation is given by examples such as (10): (10) In those examples, de + DPs are found in fronting positions of complex sentences and are dislocated from the embedded clause in which an anaphoric pronoun (is in (10a) and a null subject in (10b)) sums up the DP. Moreover, we can assume 10. See Bortolussi and Sznajder (2014) . 11. See Rosén (1992) , Molinelli (1999) . that these PPs cannot remain in the periphery of the embedded clause and that they move to the left periphery of the matrix clause.
In many constructions the status of de + abl. is less clear: it could be considered either as a dislocated PP (Hanging Topic) or as a PP moved into a fronting position (Topicalization). See for example (11) In this case the aim of the encounter with Antonius is to discuss specifically the business of the Buthrotum; if de Buthroti negotio is dislocated, the sentence means that one way of solving the Buthrotum problem is an encounter with Antony.
Quantum ad + accusative case
As the ancestor of the French quant à and Italian quanto a, quantum ad is used to introduce a new topic or a contrastive topic. It appeared after the classical period and its origin derives from an elliptic construction: quantum ad aliquem pertinet/ adtinet 'as far as someone is concerned': (12) a. Quantum ad porticus, nihil interim occurrit (Plin. epis. 9,39,5) as for colonnade:ACC nothing in the interval occurred:3 rd -PERF 'As for the colonnade, nothing occurred to me in the interval.' b. Quantum ad me pertinet, laborabo ut… (Plin. Sec. pan. 3,2) as far for me:ACC concern-3 rd -PRST work:1 st -FUT to 'As far I am concerned/as for me, I will try to…' It seems that the development of this construction -beginning with Seneca, who introduced abstract nouns indicating philosophical scene-setting topicsand the replacement of de + abl. in medieval literature stems from scholastic influence.
ab + ablative case Topicalization marks
More rarely, the preposition ab (+ ablative case) is used in the same way as quantum ad + abstract noun: (13) A morbo ualui, ab animo aeger fui. (Plaut. Epid. 129) from disease:ABL be well:1 st -PRF from heart:ABL sick be:1 st -PRF 'Regarding physical diseases, I was well, but regarding my heart I was sick' Ab does not convey here its usual meaning, "far from/starting from".
Case marking 3.2.1. Nominativus pendens
Nominativus pendens is the most popular Latin type of dislocation among linguists, constituting the typical form of Hanging Topic. We can find instances in different texts of all periods. It is in fact quite common in archaic comedies and in technical literature.
The main question is: why do we find the nominative case? At first glance, nominative is the only case (except vocative) which is not assigned inside the VP domain. So I will assume that the nominative is the only case that can be assigned to the specifier of a functional category (AgrP or TopP).
This specific casual form is associated with the presence of a resumptive pronoun: This shows that, even if weak pronouns are not exactly clitic, they are in the way of cliticization by being postponed to their syntactic head.
Whatever the procedure adopted for analyzing these constructions, some other examples could be analyzed as ClLD, if we admit that they contain a null anaphoric pronoun, in particular in the case of partial extraction from a postponed embedded clause: 14 12. I follow Salvi (2004) who distinguishes "strong" and "weak" pronouns in Latin, although there is no morphological evidence. The difference leans on syntactic distribution: "weak" pronouns cannot appear in fronting or stressed positions. 13. On topicalizations and left dislocations in Biblical Latin see Bortolussi & Sznajder (2014) In the first example mulier could be considered as having been moved from the internal position to the left periphery of the clause. The difficulty is then to explain how the case is copied through COMP, usually considered as a barrier. 16 The second example is more difficult: hunc chlamydatum cannot be extracted from the relative clause because the DP would contain two specifiers, quem and hunc chlamydatum. Indeed the DP refers to a definite person introduced as a new topic, as the demonstrative hunc indicates.
Regardless of the procedure adopted in order to explain case copy, 17 the fronting DP cannot be dissociated from the relative clause it precedes, together with which it forms a Hanging Topic, with or without a resumptive pronoun in the main clause. 18 16. See Bianchi (2000: 68) , who analyzes this construction as a left-dislocation and puts forward some evidence in favour of case copy. 17. Alvarez Huerta (2005: 183) "Naucrates, whom I wanted to find, was not on board". As in (24b) Naucratem is a definite DP. d) It is not resumed by another (anaphoric) pronoun. 19 Every XP exhibiting those properties can be considered as occupying a Topic Phrase position. The main difficulty concerns the ambiguity of many constructions:
Topicalizations
The relative connection (relatif de liaison) as a prototype of Topicalization
19. We can therefore mention Plaut. Trin. 1023 quorum eorum unus surrupuit currenti cursori solum.
There is no need to consider that there are two independent pronouns (for a discussion see Touratier 1980: 482-514) , the first in a Topic position, the second in situ. In order to clear up these ambiguities we can draw on some indirect evidence.
Indirect evidence of topicalization a) Topicalizing connectors
The main function of autem and uero is to introduce the DP they follow as a topic (Kroon 1995): 20. Because of the scarcity of such examples, Danckaert (2012) Fränkel (1964) , the sentence is not the only domain concerned by Wackernagel's law; his Kola can be identified in prose by the location in Wackernagel's position of particles and weak pronouns. In the following example the Topic Phrase is marked, as we have already seen, by autem. A confirmation is given by the Wackernagel law position of me, indicating that the last part of the sentence forms the second Kolon:
(34) De triumpho autem / nulla me cupiditas umquam tenuit … (Cic. Att. 7,2,6) about triumph:ABL no me:ACC desire:NOM never keep:3 rd -PRF Kolon 1 / Kolon 2 'As for the triumph, I absolutely never desired it' (Devine and Stephens 2006: 43-44) Evidence of topicalization can come from fronting DPs in contrastive sentences:
Contrastive topics
(35) bouem eximium Marti immolauit, centum boues ox:ACC outstanding Mars:DAT sacrify:3 rd -PRF hundred oxes:ACC militibus dono dedit (Liu. 7,37,3) soldiers:DAT gift:ABL gave:3 rd 'The choice ox he sacrificed to Mars, the hundred oxen he gave as a gift to the soldiers' (Devine & Stephens 2006: 44) The topic function can be highlighted by uero (see (28) 
Positions of topic phrases in the left periphery
I will begin from the foregoing analyses in order to make some proposals regarding the positions of topic phrases; then I will deal with two additional issues regarding embedded clauses: multiple extractions and the proleptic accusative.
Position of Topic Phrases in simple sentences
a) after Force:
(37) Vt illum di deaeque perdant ! (Ter. Eun. 302) may he:ACC gods goddesses:NOM-and confound:3 rd -SUBJ 'May all the Gods and Goddesses confound that old fellow' I assume, following Rizzi (1997) , 21 that illocutionary adverbs and conjunctions, for example ut and utinam, are in Force position. Two analyses of (37) are possible: (i) scrambling of illum from its position to the left of IP, 22 due to its pragmatic function; Force and Finiteness are supposed to be expressed on a single head; (ii) movement from IP to a position between Force and Finiteness, if we suppose an empty Finiteness phrase.
b) between Force and Focus
Force and Finiteness are split when the Topic-Focus field is activated (Rizzi 1997: 314) and Topic phrases are inserted between them:
(38) Quid ? Theophrastus MEDIOCRITERne delectat ? (Cic. fin. 1,6) Force Top.
Foc. What Theophrastus:NOM moderately-INTER be-glad:3 rd 'Again, Theophrastus, does he give us no small pleasure at all the same?'
The adverb quid reflects the interrogative force of the whole sentence and mediocriter joined to the interrogative particle -ne is focalized.
21. "Complementizers express the fact that a sentence is a question, a declarative, an exclamative, a relative, a comparative, an adverbial of a certain kind, etc., can be selected as such by a higher selector. This information is called the specification of Force…" (Rizzi 1997: 283 The topic is moved in a fronting position at the left of the adverb expressing wishes. Two analyses of this type of structure have been proposed: (i) the assumption that there is a null Force phrase and that the adverb is set in Finiteness; 23 (ii) the assumption that Topic can move to the left of Force (Bianchi 2000: 72) .
Constructions like (39) are much more frequent than (37). This therefore constitutes an argument in favour of the latter solution. In this example the relatif de liaison is the topic, whereas ille may be considered as focused.
Position(s) of Topic Phrases in complex sentences
Hierarchy of topic phrases
Many studies, starting from Rizzi (1997) , reject the hypothesis that Top. positions are recursive and assume that each pragmatic subtype of topic is located in a specific position, according to its discourse properties. 25 Insofar as we lack a complete paradigm of the different types of topics, we can hardly establish a reliable and fine cartography of the left periphery. However, the 25. See in particular Frascarelli (2007 In this last example, both phrases seem to be Hanging Topics. (Bortolussi 2012 , Álvarez Huerta 2007 , Halla-aho 2012 Proleptic accusative constructions compete with other "extractions" from complement clauses. Like LEF-constituents, proleptic accusative DPs often precede the conjunctions, both in postponed embedded clauses and also in preceding embedded clauses: (44) However there are some differences: the phenomenon is restricted to a small set of complement clauses and the proleptic DP can be resumed by an anaphoric pronoun. Those observations lead us to analyze proleptic accusative differently from LEF. I assume that -proleptic accusatives are base-generated in Hanging Topic position in the left periphery of the embedded clause; -in that position, the accusative case may be assigned by the verb of the matrix clause; -the DP can be moved from its initial position to a position in the left periphery of the matrix clause; the proleptic DP rises to the higher position by a recursive movement: 
Proleptic accusative
Conclusion
In order to be complete, this overview would need to contain the description of scene-setting topics, in particular of adverbs and adverbial clauses in fronting position:
26. See Álvarez Huerta (2007) , who assumes that proleptic accusative is focalized. The participial clause (ablative absolute) in (48a) and the cum-clause in (48b) set up the background of the main event. The topic Afranius, being the subject of both the adverbial clause and the main clause, is located in fronting position in the left periphery of the adverbial clause. We lack other combinations of topics that would allow us to propose a more precisely drawn-up cartography of left periphery, including set-setting topics.
The main result of this paper is the confirmation that the CP layer does exist in Latin and that the language exhibits what, in broad terms, are the same characteristics as in languages with fixed word order.
Our investigation shows that in Latin overt dislocations remains limited to colloquial language, whereas in most cases ClLD cannot be distinguished from Topicalizations. The high frequency of these constructions, in which DPs basically seem to have been moved from any position to the left periphery, is problematic in the generative framework, insofar as some examples would illustrate island violations. A striking example is given by the movement of relative pronouns from embedded clauses to the left periphery of the main clause: 27 (49) Coloneus ille locus …, quem i scis quam t i Colonus this place:NOM which:ACC know:2 nd -PRST how much admirer (Cic. fin. 5,3) admir:1 st -SUBJ-PRST 'This village of Colonus who is as you know my great admiration' 27. This is an example of the so-called relative Verschränkung; see Bortolussi (2005) and Danckaert (2012) .
